CITY OF LODI COUNCIL COMMUNICATION

AGENDA TITLE: Conduct Public Hearing to consider the Planning Commission’s recommendation of
approval to the City Council for the rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane
from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial. The request also includes a
recommendation that the City Council certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02 as
adequate enviropmental documentation for this project.

MEETING DATE: April 16, 2003

PREPARED BY, Community Development Director

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the City Council approve the Planning Commission’s recommendation
of approval to the City Council for the rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East
Kettleman Lane from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial,
That the City Council also approves the recommendation to certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02 as adequate
envirenmental documentation for the project.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:  The Planmng Commission at its Public Hearing of March 12, 2003 reviewed
and approved the recommendations of staff for a recommendation of
approval of the requested actions above to the City Council. At this meeting
staff explained that the area of zone change ineluded two parcels totaling

27-acres east of Highway 99 on the north side of Kettleman Lane. The Planning Commission found the
recommended zoning change from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial to be consistent with the
existing LI, Light Industrial General Plan land use designation. Staff explained that the rezone was necessary for
the development of Dennis Plummer’s new auto dealership, repair and collision center, which will bring his
existing interests fogether in one location,

The California Environmental Quality Act requires that projects be reviewed for their potential to create
environmental impacts. The process requires that potential areas of impact are identified and a level of significance
assessed. This project was found to have impacts that may be found significant if not mitigated. Statements and
specific mitigations are provided in the attached mitigated negative declaration (ND-03-02), which has been
reviewed by the Planning Commission and found to adequately address and mitigate potential environmental
impacts of the project.

FUNIDING:  None required 1] I

Jeentradt Bartlam
Community Development Director

Prepared by: Associaie Planner, Mark Meissner
MM
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MEMORANDUM, City of Lodi, Community Development Department

Planning Commission
From: Associate Planner, Mark Meissner
Date: March 12, 2003

Subject:  The request of Denmnis Plummer for the Planning Commission's
recommendation of approval to the City Council for the rezoning of
1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane from U-H, Unclassified
Holding to M-1, Light Industrial. The request also includes a
reconunendation that the City Council certify Negative Declaration
ND-03-02 as adequate environmental documentation for this
project.

SUMMARY

The project site is located east of Highway 99 on the north side of Kettleman
Lene at 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane. The request is to rezone the land
from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial. The change in zoning
is necessary for the owner, Dennis Plummer, to develop the property as an auto
dealership, auto repair and collision center. Dennis Plummer is the owner of
the Pontiac, Cadillac, GMC, Buick dealership on South Cherokee Lane and the
colligion repair center near the northwest corner of East Hamey Lane and
South Stockton Street. His intentions are to develop the project site to bring
his interests together in one location.

BACKGROUND

The project area was annexed to the City as the Tecklenburg/Beckman
Addition, and the zonlng was established as U-H, Unclassified Holding. An
Unclassified Holding designation was required by the Community Development
Department because the applicant had not provided information on what would
be developed on the properties. Staff wanted to ensure that development of the
property would be a beneficial use of the City’s limited supply of industrial land.
U-H zoning allowed the property to be annexed to the City, but limited
development to no more than one home per 20-acre lot, farming, and public
recreational uses.

The Community Development Department is now recommending lght
industrial zoning because we know that development of a majority of the
property will be an auto dealership with its related uses, and that the
remainder may be an expansion to the dealership. The proposed auto
dealership will create jobs, sales tax revenue, and is generally a good fit for the
area given the plans of the Geweke family to create an auto mall atmosphere on
the neighboring properties to the west and northwest along Beckman Road. In
addition to being a good fit with the area, the rezoning will remove all instances
of "unclassified holding” from the zoning map.

Staff finds that the proposed zoning {s consistent with the existing General Plan
land use designation of LI, Light Industrial. Staff also finds that the proposed
auto dealership is consistent with M-1, Light Industrial zoning.
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RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends approving the request of Dennis Plummer for the Planning
Commmission’s recommendation of approval to the City Council for the rezoning
of 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane, and recommendation that the City
Council certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02, all subject to the conditions in
the attached resolution.

Respectfully Submitted, Reviewed & Concur,
S/ ,

: | | ;i;@, % ,.««i?/

Mark Meissner J.D. Hightower

Associate Planner City Planner

KB /MM /w
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CITY OF LODI
PLANNING COMMISSION
Staff Report

MEETING DATE: March 12, 2003
APPLICATION NO: Rezone Z-03-01
REQUEST: The request of Dennis Plummer for the Planning

Commission's recommendation of approval to the City
Council for the rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East
Kettleman Lane from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1,
Light Industrial. The request also includes a
recommendation that the City Council certify Negative
Declaration ND-03-02 as adequate environmental
documentation for this project.

LOCATION: 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane; (49-250.53 &
52,
APPLICANT: Baumbach and Plazza, Inc.

323 West Elm Street
Lodi, CA 95240

PROPERTY OWNERS: Dennis Phumaner William Troy Beckman
1011 South Cherckee Lane P.Q. Box 1537
Lodi, CA 95240 lodi, CA 95241

Site Chavacteristics:

The subject properties are within the City of Lodi fronting the north side of East
Kettlemian Lane, Parcel 049-250-53 is 9-acres of irrigated vineyard. Parcel 049-
250-52 1s 18-acres of vineyard with a rural residence fronting Kettleman Lane.

There are no unusual or extraordinary topographic features within or around the
project site,

General Plan Designation: LI, Light Industrial

Zoning Designation: UH, Unclassified Holding
Property Size: 27 acres.

Adiacent Zoning and Land Use:

North: To the north of the project site is land within the City zoned M-1, Light
Industrial and consisting of grape vineyards. '
South: Adjacent on the south side of the property is Kettleman Lane. Across

Kettleman Lane are four farmhouses and their related outbuildings in
the County.

Hast: Adjacent to the east side of the property is land within the County and
consists of more grape vineyards.
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West: Adjacent on the west side of the property is land within the City zoned
M-1, Light Industrial and is undeveloped industrial property fronting
Beckman Road. Across Beckman Road is vacant industrial land.

Neighborhood Characteristics:

The project site is east of highway 99 north of Fast Kettleman Lane in a primarily
undeveloped area of the City that is designated within the City’s General Plan to
develop with light and heavy industrial uses. Given the close proximity to the
intersection of Highways 12 and 99, the area is developing with heavy commercial
uses such as highway businesses including gas stations, fast food restaurants, and
auto dealerships. The highway exposure is essential to the vitality of these
commercial uses. The land off or behind the street front properties is expected to
develop as a business park. The area to the east, north, and west of the project area
is generally undeveloped. The area to the south of the project site across Kettleman

Lane is designated within the City's General Plan for Agriculture, so no development
is expected.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS:

Negative Declaration ND-03-02 was prepared for the Plummer Rezone in compliance
with the California Environmental Quality Act [CEQAJ. No significant impacts are
anticipated; however, mitigation measures have been required.

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE:

Legal Notice for the Development Flan was published on March 1, 2003. A total of

11 notices were sent to all property owners of record within a 300-foot radius of the
subject property.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recomrmends approving the request of Dennis Plummer for the Planning
Commission's recommendation of approval to the City Council for the rezoning of
1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane, and recommendation that the City Council:

certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02, all subject to the conditions in the attached
resolution.

ALTERNATIVE PLANNING COMMISSION ACTIONS:

» Approve the rezone with alternate conditions.
* Deny the rezone.
» Continue the request.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Vicinity Map
2. Negative Declaration
3. Draft Resolution

Z-03-01r.dog 2
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. 03-02

FOR

Plummer Rezone

APPLICANT: Baumbach & Piazza

PREPARED BY:

CITY OF LODI
Community Development Department
P.O. BOX 3006
LODI CA 95241

February, 2003




RESOLUTION NO. P.C. 03

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LODI
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST OF DENNIS PLUMMER FOR
FREZONING Z-03-01 TO THE LODI CITY COUNCIL.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Lodi has heretofore held a duly noticed
public hearing, as required by law, on the requested Prezoning in accordance with the Government
Code and Lodi Municipal Code Chapter 17.84, Amendments;

WHEREAS, the properties are located at 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman T.ane,
(049.250-33 & 523

WHEREAS, the project proponent is Dennis Plummer, 1011 South Cherokee Lane, Lodi, CA
G5240;

WHEREAS, the properties bave a zoning designation of U-H, Unclassified Holding;
WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the approval of this request have occurred.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FOUND, DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the Planning
Commission of the City of Lodi as follows:

I, Negative Declaration File No. ND-03-02 has been prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the Guidelines provided there under.
Further, the Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in said Negative
Declaration with respect to the project identified in this Resolution.

]

It is found that the parcels to be prezoned are the parcels located at 1331 and 1349 East Kettlernan
Lane, (049-250-53 & 523,

3. Itis found that the requested rezoning of M-1, Light Industrial is not in conflict with adopted
plans or policies of the General Plan of the City and will serve sound Planning practice.

4. Itis further found that the parcels of the proposed rezoning are physically suitable for the
development of an auto dealership.

5. The Planning Commission of the City of Lodi hereby recommends approval of Rezone Z-03-01 to
the City Council of the City of Lodi.

Dated: March 12, 2003

! hereby certify that Resolution No, 03-__ was passed and adopted by the Planning
Commission of the City of Lodi at a special meeting held on March 12, 2003, by the following vote:

AYES: Commissioners:
NOES: Commissioners:
ABSENT:  Commissioners:
ABSTAIN:  Commissioners:
ATTEST:

Secretary, Planning Commission
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION NO. 03-02
FOR

Plummer Rezone

APPLICANT: Baumbach & Piazza

PREPARED BY:

CITY OF LODI
Community Development Department
PO BOX 3006
LODL CA 95241

February, 2003
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CITY OF LODI

The Plummer Rezone

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Baumbach and Piazza, Inc. on behalf of Dennis Plummer is applying to the City of Lodi for
the rezoning of two properties from U-H, Unclassified Helding to M-1, Light Industrial.
The parcels are located at 1331 and 1349 Fast Kettleman Lane. The parcels are within the
City Limits, and encompass a total of approximately 27 acres. The Parcels have an existing
general plan land use designation of LI, Light Industrial, which is consistent with the
proposed zoning. The rezone is pecessary to allow the use of the property as an automotive
sales, repair and collision center,

ND-33-02 doc




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1.

LA

e ge

Project title:

The Plummer Rezone

Lead FEency name and address:

City of Lodi-Community Development Department
Baox 3006, Lodi, CA 95241

Contact person and phone number:

Mark Meissner

Associate Planner

(209 3336711

Project location:

Ran Joaguin County, CA.;

1331 and 1349 Fast Kettleman Lane

Ladi, CA 95240

Assessor Parcel Numbers: 049.250-53 & 52
Project sponser’s name and address:
Baumbach and Piazm, Inc.

323 West Elm Street

Lodi, CA 95240

Preperty Owner

Pennis Plummer

1011 South Cherokee Lane

Lodi, CA 95240

General plan designation: LI, Light Industrial
Zowing: U-H, Unclassified Holding.
Deseription.of project: See “Project Description” section above,

. Surrounding land uses and setting: The subject properties are within the City of Ledi

fronting the north side of East Kettleman Lane. Parcel $49-250-53 is 9-acres of
trrigated vineyard. Parcel 849-250-52 is 18-acres of vineyard with a rural residence
fromiing Kettleman Lane. To the north of the project site are more grape vineyards.
Adjacent on the west side of the property is an undeveloped industrial property
fronting Beckman Road. Across Beckman Road is more vacant industrial land.
Adjacent on the south side of the property is Kettleman Lane. Across Kettleman Lane
are four farmhbouses and their related outbuildings. Finally, on the east side of the
property are more grape vineyards.

11. Other public agencies whose approval is required: None

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmenta) factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
teast one impact that is a (“Potentially Significant Tmpact” by the checklist on the following pages.

L} Land Use and Planning 1 Transportation/Circulation 3 Public Services

[ Population and Housing O3 Biological Resources L1 Utilities and Service Systems
(1 Geolagical Problems LI Energy and Mineral Resources [ Aesthetics

£ Water (3 Hazards L1 Cultural Resources

£ Adr Quality {1 Notse {1 Recreation

NI-{33-02 doc
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

L LAND USE AND PLANNING.,
Would the proposed:

a} Conflict with general plan designation or zoning?

B} Conflict with applicable environmentsl plans or policies adopted by
agenties with jurisdiction over the project?

<} Be incompatible with existing land use in the vicinity 7

d} Affect agricultural resources or operations (e.g., impacts to soils or
farminnds, or impacts from incompatible land uses)?

2} Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established
community (including 2 low-income or minority community)?

I} POPULATION AND HOUSING,
Would the propasal:

a} Cumulatively exceed official regional or focal population projections?

b} Induce suhstantial growth in an ares either directly or indirectly (e.g.,
threugh projects in an undeveloped area or extension of major
infrastructore)?

¢} Displace existing housing, especially affordable housing?

HE GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS.

Would the proposal resulr in or expose people fo potential impacts {nvolving:

a} Fault rupture?
b} Seismic ground shaking?
¢} Selsmic ground failure, including liquefaction?

d) Seiche, senami, or volcanic hazard?

£} Ercsion, ehanges in topography or unstable scil conditions from
excavation, grading or 117

g} Subsilence of land?
b} Expansive soils?

1} Unsique geologic or physical features?

ND-03-0Z.doc
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IV, WATER.
Would the propesal result in:

a} Changes in abserption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount of
surface runoff?

by Exposure of peeple or property to water related hazards such as
fooding?

¢} Discharge into surface waters or other alteration of surface water guakity
(e.g., temperature, dissolved oxygen or turbidity?

d} Changes in the amount of surface water in any water body?

e} Uhanges in currents, or the course or direction of water movements?

£ Change in the guantity of grownd water, either through direct additions or
withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts or excavation
or through substantial loss of ground water recharge capability?

gy Altered divection or rate of flow of groundwater?

by Impacts to groundwater quality?

I} Substantial reduction in the amount of groundwster otherwise available for
public water supplies?

Y. AIR QUALITY,
Would the proposal:

a} Violate any air guabity standard or contribute to an existing or projected
ajr guality violation?

b} Expose sensitive receptors fo pollutants?

o Alter air movement, moisture, or temperalure, or cause any change in
climate?

d} Create ebjectionable adors?

VI TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION.
Would the propesal resudt in:

&} Increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion?

b} Hazards to safety from design feature, {e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections} er incompatible uses {e.g., farm squipmeni)?

¢} Inadeguate emergency access or access to nearby uses?

&} Insufficient parking eapacity onsite or offsite?

¢} Hazards or barriers for pedesirians or bieyclists?

1y Conilicts with adopted policies supporting alternative transpertation (e.g.,
bus tirneuts, bidycle racks)?

g} Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts?
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Vil BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES,
Would the proposal resulf in impacts fo:

a} Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats (including but not
limited to plants, fish, insects, animals, and hirds?
b} Locaily designated species (e.g., heritage treesy?

¢} Lecally designated natural communities (e.g., oak forest, coastal
habitat, ete.}?
dj Wetland habitat (e.g., marsh, riparian, and verna) pooly?

¢} Wildiife dispersal migration corridors?

Vil ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES,
Would the propasal:

ay Conflict with adopted energy conservation plan?
b} Use ponrencwable resources in a wasteful and inefficient manner?

¢} Result o the loss of availability of a known mineral resonree that would be
of future value to the region and the residents of the State”

IX. HAZARDS.
Would the proposal involve:

a} A risk of accidental expiosion or refease of hazardous substances
{iuciuding, but mot lmited to, oil, pesticides, chemicals, or radiation)?

b} Fossible interference with an emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

¢} The creation of any heaith bazard or potential health hazard?
d) Exposure of people to existing sources of potential health hazards?

e} Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush, grass, or trees?

K. NOISE.
Would the proposal result in:

a) Increase in existing noise levels?

by Exposure of peaple to severe noise lovels?

XL

il

PUBLIC SERVICES.
Would the propesed have an effect upon, or result in ¢ eeed for new or altered
gevermment servites in any of the following ereas:

#} Fire protection?

b} Police protection?

o} Schools?

&4} Maintenance of public facilities, mcluding roads?

g} Other government services?

ND-03-02.doc

Potentialiy
Significant
Impact

0

oo oo

O

Ooc0o0n0oc

Potertially
Significant
{nless
mitigation
Incorporated

.|

OO oo

o

O

Oooocoo-

Less than
Significant
Empact

)

EAH B4

O o

OFO8 8

No
fmpact

)

0 0d

B

&

&

HORBGZO



Potentially

Sigmificant
XIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS, Potentialiy Unless Less than )
Would the proppsal résnlt in a need for new systemns or supplies, or Significant mitigation S‘g“‘_‘ﬁ“?'ﬂ‘ No
suhstantial alierations to the following utilities: Tmpact Tncorporated tmpact tmpact
a} Power or natural gas? 0 [ % [
b} Communieations systems? 3 ! &
¢} Local or regional water treatment or distribution facilities” rl (] ) O
d) Sewer or septic tapks? 1 ] & &
o) Storm water drainage? 3 | &1 8]
i Solid waste disposal? ] 3 4} 1
g} Local or regional water supplies? ] 8] a ]
XKL AESTHETICS.
Would the proposal:
a} Affect & scenic visia or scenic highway? [ 3 3 &
b} Have a dJemonstrable negative aesthetic effect? I 1 ) 3
¢} Create light or glare? I [ il I
KIV. CULTURAL RESOQOURCES.
Would the propeyal:
ap Disturb paleontological resources? £ O 2 )
b} Dstarb archasological resources? 5| ] 1 %]
<} Have the petential to cause a physieal change which would affect unique 0 L3 i i
etheit cultoral values?
d} BRestriet existing religious or sacred uses within the potontial 3 1 1 &
impact area?
XY, RECREATION,
Would the proposal;
a) Increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other ] [ 03 &
vecreational facHities?
b) Affect recreafion epportunities? 3 [l 0 ]
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Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Liess than
XVi MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Signifiecant  mitigation  Significane
tmpact Incorporated Imipact

#)  Bloes the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of
a fish or wildlife species, cause 2 fish or wildlife popuiation to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
sliminate 2 plant or animas! community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant ar
animal or eliminate important examples of the majer periods of California history or pre-history?

O & &
B} Does the project have the potentinl to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, envirenmental
goals?
| i 0

¢} Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? {*Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, the effects of other corrent projects, and the effects of probable future projects)

| £ o

d}  Doss the project have environmental effects, which will canse substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

o 3 "

AVl EARLIER ANALYSES,

Earlier apalyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA precess, one or
more effects have been adequately aralyzed in earlior FIR or negative declaration. Section 13063(c)3XD)

Earlier analyses used.

June 1991, City of Lodi General Plan EER. This area was identified in the Lodi General Plan and discussed
i the Envirenmental Impact Report SCH# 9920206

September 1999, Negative Declaration ND-92.92 for the Tecklenburg/Beckman Annexation, This
docament was certified by the Planning Commissien and City Council of the City of Lodi as adeguate
eavironmental documentation by Resolution PC-99.41,

a} Mitigation measures. See Attached Summary for discussion.

SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS

1. LAND USE AND PLANNING

The Community Development Department finds that the proposed action to change the
zoning of the project site will not have a physical effect on the environment. We
acknowledge that the anticipated development of the properties as ap auto sales, repair
and collision center will physically change the project site.

The subject properties have a general plan land use designation of LI, Light Industrial.
The General Plan defines LI as follows: "This designation provides for industrial parks,
warchouse, distribution center, light manufacturing, public and quasi-public uses, and
simifar and compatible uses.” The proposed M-1, Light Industrial zoning designation is
consistent with the general plan, as is the proposed auto center,

NID-63-02 doc 8
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The subject properties total approximately 27-acres of rural residential and agricultural
land.  Page 3-2 of the General Plan Policy Document identifies the conversion of
agricultural land as an adverse impact of residential, commercial and industrial
development. In order to mitigate the adverse impacts of converting farmland to urban
uses, Chapter Three of the General Plan Policy Document specifies on page 3-4, among
other things, that the City shall encourage the preservation of agricultural uses
surrounding the city and to discourage any premature urbanization of farmland. Specific
policies in the Conservation Element are aimed at delaying the loss of prime agricultural
lands and facilitating their continued use, inciuding: 1. Designating an open space
greenbelt around the urbanized area of the City. The City of Lodi is a participant with the
County in establishing a greenbelt area between Stockton and Lodi, for which the Lodi
City Council has authorized up to $25.000 for further study of the area. 2. Support the
continuation of agricultural uses on lands designated for urban uses until such time that
urban development is imminent. 3. Allow the continuation of viable agricultural
activities around the City,

Changing the zoning of the project area does not take the agricultural land out of
production; however, its anticipated development as an auto center could diminish its
viability for continued farming. There is no requirement of the City to stop the
agricultural activities on these properties after their zoning 1s changed to light industrial,

Inappropriate and premature conversion of productive agricultural land would oceur if
“leap frog” development were taking place, involving development of land not adjacent
to the existing City limits. Annexing and developing the subject land as an auto center is
in keeping with the City’s General Plan policies and ordinances promoting orderly and
planned growth. Through continued efforts of the City to establish a greenbelt, continued
participation in the San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open
Space Plan, continued implementation of the City’s Growth Managemeut practices, and
continued enforcement of the City’s “Right to Farm” ordinance, the City will remain the
most compact ¢ity in the County, and one of the most compact cities in the State (see
attached). We find that impacts associated with the conversion of the subject property
from agricultural to urban uses are deemed less than significant.

. POPULATION AND HOUSING

The M-1, light industrial zoning designation does not allow the development of homes, so
the change in zoning or development of the site as an auto center will have no effect on
the population of Lodi. Furthermore, development of the project site will not induce
growth in the area of the project site because there is no residential zoning within the City
Limits east of State Highway 99. Along the same lines, any extensions of infrastructure
fo the project area for project site development would only serve other commercial or
industrial projects. As far as the loss of affordable housing is concerned, there is only one
residence in the project area and its loss whether affordable or not would not be deemed
significant,

NIWG3-02 . doc 9




L. GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS

The Project area is located in the San Joaquin Valley portion of the Central Valley of
California. A sequence of sedimentary rocks up to 60,000 feet thick has filled the valley.
Basement rocks composed of meta-sediments, volcanics, and granites underlie these
deposits. The Midland Fault Zone is the nearest seismic area, and lies approximately 20
miles west of Ledi. Based upon the inactive status of this fault, the area has not been
identified as a Special Studies Zone within the definitions of the Algquist-Priolo Act.
However, appropriate construction standards will be utitized to conform to Seismic Zone
3 requirements,

IV, WATER

This project by itself cannot reduce the amount of groundwater available for public water
supplies; however, future industrial development will contribute to the existing decline in
the quanuty of ground water by creating additional demand on the groundwater basin.
According to the City’s “Urban Water Management Flan, June 2001, the City of Lodi
obtains all of its fresh water supply from 24 existing water wells that pump groundwater
from the Longer San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin, The Plan states that the City
has been over drafting the groundwater basin, which is the cause of the gradual but
continued decrease in groundwater levels. “Overall, the average annual decrease in
groundwater levels from 1927 to 2000 has been .35 feet per year. Generally,
groundwater elevations have decreased with the increase in population and water
production.”

At the time the General Plan was drafted in 1987, water demand stood at 13.7 MGD. In
1991, it had grown to 14.1 MGD. According to estimates prepared in 1991, development
provided for by the General Plan would create demand for approximately 7.8 MGD of
water, or 76 percent more than the current amount. The “Urban Water Management
Plan” provides many recommendations the City could implement to ensure that the City
maintains an adequate supply of fresh water. These recommendations  inchide:
Developing a conjunctive use program to reduce overall pumping of groundwater,
recyeling waste water, continuing current water conservation efforts, and adopting many
“Best Management Practices” (BMP) water conservation processes established by the
California Urban Water Conservation Council, The basic finding of the report is that if
the City is going 1o continte its sole reliance on groundwater, it must establish additional
conservation programs or the City will eventually run out of groundwater.

Even with the existing efforts of the City, water usage of existing homes, businesses, and
industry are contimuing to overdraft the groundwater basin, For this reason, the City s
actively pursuing each of the recommendations cited in the Urban Water Management
Plan; however, these recommended efforts are comprehensive to the City as a whole. At
this time the City has not established a mechanism to mifigate by compensation or other
means the cumulative impact on the City’s fresh water supply at the individual project
level. For this reason the City of Lodi finds that future development of the Plummer
Rezone project area shall, at the time of establishment of the mechanism  for
compensation, be required to compensate the City on a “fair share” basis for the
difference in water consumption between the original use of the land and an
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industrial/commercial d wvelopment, We find that the preceding sentence as well as the
continuing effort of the City 1o regulate water usage and promote water conservation,
shall suffice as mitigation to reduce the impacts of the future development of the

Plummer Rezone project area on groundwater supply to less than significant.

V. AIR QUALITY

Rezoning of this property will not have a significant effect on the air quality of the project
area; however, the future development of the project site may cause a small decrease in
ambient air quality standards dust during construction and to trips to and from the site.
Chapter 15, Air Quality, of the City of Lodi General Plan Environmental Impact Report
states that the City of Lodi will coordinate development project review with the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SIVAPCD) in order to minimize future
increases in vehicle travel and to assist in implementing any indirect source regulations
adopted by the SIVAPCD.

In order to determine the significance of potential air quality impacts we have utilized the
SIVAPCD “Guide for assessing and mitigating air quality impacts.” According to this
document, we have determined that the project falls within the “Smali Project Analysis
Level (SPAL),” and does not require further air quality analysis. Based on the Institute of
Transportation Engineers “Trip Generation” manual, we have found that development of
the 27-acre project site under the proposed light industrial zoning has the potential of
generating 1,399 daily vehicle frips.  According to SIVAPCD, these numbers are under
the threshold of significance (1,506 trips per day) qualifying them under Small Project
Analysis Level (SPAL). Tndividual uses within the developing project area may require
project review, permifs, or mitigation by the SIVAPCD, bhut this rezoning is under the
threshold of significance set by STVAPCT.

Although the project does not involve any development at this point, the City of Lodi
will, at the time of development, implement impact-reducing measures prescribed by the
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District in order to reduce the potential
impact from fugitive dust ( PM-10} due to earth moving and other construction activities,
The "Regulation VIII control measures” are listed as follows:

#  All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being aciively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water,
chemical stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or
vegetative ground cover.

* Al on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively
stabilized of dust emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant,

= Allland clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fil},
and demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions
utilizing application of water or by presoaking.

*  With the demolition of buildings up to six stories in height, all exterior surfaces of
the building shall be wetted during demolition.

e When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively
wetted to imit visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of freeboard space from
the top of the container shall be maintained.
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e All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the aceumulation of mud or dirt
from adjacent public streets at the end of each workday. (The use of dry rorary
brushes is expressiy prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient
welting to limif the visible dust emissions. J (Use of blower devices is expressly
Jorbidden )

»  Following the addition of materials 1o, or the removal of materials from, the surface
of outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust
etmissions utilizing sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant,

*  Within urban areas, trackout shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or
more feet from the site and at the end of each workday.

*  Any site with 130 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and trackout.

By implementing the measures above, the temporary impacts from construction {primary
impacts) on air quality will be reduced to less than significant levels.

In addition, the City is reducing impacts from vehicle emissions (secondary impacts) by
implementing programs for alternate transportation. Programs such as the City's Dial-A-
Ride system, which is a door to door service; or the Grape Line, which is a fixed route
transit system; or the City's Bicyele Transportation Master Plan; or even the recent
introduction of Amtrak rail service to the City’s Multi-Modal station will help to reduce
vehicle emissions. The City's programs along with the programs at the Federal, State, and
County levels will help to reduce vehicle emissions created by this project to less than
significant levels.

VI TRANSPORTATHON/CIRCULATION

Additional vehicle trips will affect fransportation patterns relative to existing traffic loads
and street capacity in the immediate project area. In order to reduce impacts from
additional traffic, "The City shall review new developments for consistency with the
General Plan Circulation Element and the Capital Improvements Program. Those
developments found to be consistent with the Circulation Element shall be required to
pay their fair share of traffic impact fees. Those developments found to be generating
more traffic than that assumed in the Circulation Element shall be required to prepare a
site-specific traffic study and fund needed improvements not identified in the capital
improvements program in addition to paying their fair share of the traffic impact fees,"
The traffic impact fee will be used to finance future improvements such as traffic signals
and street widening projects for older intersections and streets congested by new
development.

The entire project site was originally designated in the City's General Plan as LI, Light
Industrial so its circulation needs are projected and have been designed for industrial
development.  Based on the Institute of Transportation Engineers “Trip Generation”
manual, we have found that development of the 27-acre project site under the proposed
hight industrial zoning has the potential of generating 1,399 daily vehicle trips. At this
point, Kettleman Lane is the only access to the project site. Kettleman Lane is planned in
the City’s Street Master Plan as a minor arterial (94” right-of-way, 4-lanes and left turn
median). A preliminary street layout for the project area identifies Guild Avenue as a
north south connection to Kettleman Lane approximately 450-feet to the east of the
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project site (see attached). Guild Avenue is planned in the City’s Streets Master Plan as
being a secondary arterial (80° right-of-way, 4-lanes). There are also a 60-foot streets
proposed across the north and west boundaries of the project site. With the installation of
these roadways, there should be no traffic impacts or reduction in service levels in or
around the project site.

We believe that implementation of the City's Circulation Master Plan based on the
General Plan Circulation Element and EIR, specifically the items as listed above, will
adequately reduce traffic impacts in the immediate area to less than significant levels.

VI, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Development of the project site is subject to the payment of fees in accordance with the
San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan.

the proposed project is consistent with the San Joaquin County Multi-Species Habitat
Conservation and Open Space Plan {(SIMSCP), as amended, as reflected in the conditions
of project approval for this proposal. Pursuant to the Final EIR/EIS for the San Joaguin
county Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (SIMSCP), dated
November 15, 2000, and certified by the San Joaguin Council of Governments on
December 7, 2000, implementation of the SIMSCP is expected to reduce impacts to
biological resources resulting from the proposed project to a level of less-than-
significant.  That document is hereby incorporated by reference and is available for
review during regular business hours at the San Toaquin Council of Governments (6 S.El

Dorado St Suite 400/Stockton, CA §5202) or online at: WWW 51000, 0rg.

VIIL ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES

Development of the project site will require review by the Building Division of the
Community Development Department, who will ensure that the construction adheres to
provisions of 2001 Title 24, Part 6 California's Energy Efficiency Standards for
Residential and Nonresidential Buildings.  The Energy Efficiency Standards for
Residential and Nonresidential Buildings were established in 1978 in response 1o a
legislative mandate to reduce California‘s energy consumption.  The standards are
updaied periodically to allow consideration and possible incorporation of new energy
efficiency technologies and methods. New standards were adopted by the Commission in
2001 as mandated by Assembly Bill 970 to reduce California’s electricity demand, The
new standards went into effect on June 1, 2001, Construction under these standards
should eliminate wasteful and inefficient use of nonrenewable resources.

In addition, development of the site is not expected to result in the loss of availability of
any known mineral resource that would be of future value to the region and the residents
of the State. There are no known mineral deposits within the area. The soil in the area is
a sandy loam type with hardpan approximately 6 to § feet beneath the surface. There is
no indication that valuable minerals are located within the general area. No impacts
associated within the loss of minerals are expected because of the project.
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IX. HAZARDS

By establishing the zoning of the project site as M-1, Light Industrial, there could be uses
other than the proposed auto center that may involve the ersation, handling, processing, or
storage of hazardous substances. The development of the site will be reviewed by the
City’s Building and Fire Departments to ensure that the site as well as any future
structures meet or exceed the requirements of the building and fire code.

X NOISE

The project area will eventually develop as an automotive sales, service, and repair center
with a larger portion developing as uses typically found in a light industrial zone. These
developments will be restricted by the City’s noise ordinance. The noise ordinance
prohibits above ambient noise levels between the hours of 10 pm. and 7 a.m. Noise
generated by the futre development of the project site is not anticipated to be an impact
to the surrounding areas. The ambient noise level of the nearby Highway 99 is generally
bigh, which will likely drown out the noises associated with the operation of
commercial/light industrial uses.  The General Plan environmental impact report
identifies the project area closest o the highway with a Community Noise Equivalent
Level (CNEL) of 70dB to 754B, which without mitigation could be considered
“Normally Unacceptable.” Given that the project’s location is within a planned industrial
area, tesidences are not an allowsble use and would therefore not be impacted by the
nearby highway and its noise.

XL PUBLIC SERVICES

The change from County agricultural land to its eventual development will generate the
need for expanded governmental services including fire and police. The Citywide
Development Impact Mitigation Fee schedule was adopted to insure that new
development generates sufficient revenue to maintain specified levels of service in Lodi.

Page 9-5 of the General Plan Policy Document states that the City shall add personnel,
equipment, or facilities necessary to maintain a minimum three (3) minute travel time for
fire calls. Page 9-6 of the Policy Document goes on to state that the City shall also strive
1o maintain a staff ratio of 3.1 police officers per 1,000 population with response times
averaging three (3) minutes for emergency calls and 40 minutes for non emergency calls,
Impact fees are calculated on new development based on use and density to generate
enough revenue to preserve adequate service levels, thereby mitigating potential adverse
impacts on governmental services to less than significant levels.

XIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.

The General Plan EIR points out on page 10-2 that at the time the General Plan was
prepared in 1989, there was a design treatment capacity of 6.2 MGD. A planned (and
later completed) expansion increased capacity to 8.5 MGD in 1991. Assuming that
residential growth was to continue at the planned two (2) percent annual rate, and that
flows would increase at a proportionate rate, the City’s White Slough Water Pollution
Control Facility (WSWPCF) has adequate capacity for the life of the 20 vear plan. In
fact, residential growth has not reached the two (2) percent mark since the plan was
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adopted.  Over the last five (5) vears, growth has averaged 1.63%. This being the case,
there is estimated to be excess carrying capacity at the WSWPCF, enough to mitigate any
impacts of the industrial development to less than significant levels.

The General Plan EIR, page 10-3 outlines the City’s storm water collection, distribution,
and disposal system. In Lodi, storm water is discharged to the Mokelumne River and the
Woodbridge Irrigation District (WID) Canal. The project area's storm drainage will flow
to the Pixley Park/C-basin drainage basin. The C-basin was engineered with a capacity to
handle storm water runoff from a 48-hour, 100-vear storm. Storm rupoff from the
development of the project site will not impact the existing system.

Please refer to section TV, Water above comments related to water supplies.
p

XL AESTHETICS.

Development of the project area would not affect a scenic vista or scenic highway
because there are no known or recognized scenic views or highways in or imumediately
around the project area. The project area is south of 4 vineyard, west of a vinyard, east of
an undeveloped commercial/industrial property, and north of rural homes across
Kettleman Lane.

Given the proposed light industrial zoning, development of the site will be commercial or
warehouse structures. We expect the frontage of Kettleman Lane to develop as an auto
center. The westertunost portion of this development will be across Kettleman Lane from
a few rural residences. While not typically required in industrial zones, the Community
Development Director has the discretion to have the City’s Site Plan and Architectural
Review Committee (SPARC) review the aesthetics of a development.  Given the
proximity of the homes to the southwest, the Community Development Director may find
It necessary 1o require SPARC review. SPARC is charged with determining,
“compliance with the zoning ordinance and to promote the orderly development of the
city, the stability of land values, investment and the general welfare, and to help prevent
the impaiment or depreciation of land values and development by the erection of
structures or additions or alterations thereto without proper atfention to siting or to
unsightly, undesirable or obnoxious appearance.”  As part of the review by SPARC,
lighting is required to be shielded or low level to eliminate potential glare and excessive
light on neighboring properties.

XV, CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Rezoning of the project area from UH, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial will
not create a physical change of the project site. The process of establishing land use
regulations or zoning for the property gives access for development. The Community
Development Department will review future development proposals for their impact on
cultural and archaeological values or resources.

XV. RECREATION.

The Community Development Department finds that development of this property as an
auto center and other light industrial uses will not create an increase in the demand for
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recreational opportunities in the City of Lodi, Nonetheless, the City’s Parks Master plan
adopted in January of 1994 has taken into account the recreational needs of Lodi, and has
included the project area and its Hmited demand in its projections.

The Parks Master Plan is a 15-year plan that identifies improvements to existing parks
and new park areas throughout Lodi mcluding the existing undeveloped Pixley Park/C-
Basin to the northwest, The land area of Pixley Park will be expanded to the south to
front the new east/west street that is adjacent to the north boundary of the project site.
The park is currently a radio controlled model airplane and vehicle park, but is planned to
become a lighted softball complex. Continued progress with the implementation of this
plan s anticipated to provide parks and recreational opportunities at no less than a
satistactory level. There are no existing recreational opportunities on this property.
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DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

i1 [ fird that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE declaration will he prepared.

Bt I find that aithough the preposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described on an
attached sheet have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
prepared.

£1 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the envirenmend, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required,

£ Tfind that the propased project MAY have a significant effect(s} on the environment, but at
least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legai standards, and 2} has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis
as described on attached sheets® if the effect s a “potentially significant impact” or “potentiaily
significant unless mitigated.”

i1 Ifind that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all potentially significant effects ()
have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have
been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation
measur\s that are imposed upon the proposed project

Signature:

Date: €~ 9-03

Printed Nagie: Mark Meissner For: City of Lodi
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RESOLUTION NO. P.C. 63-03
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNIMG COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LODI
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST OF DENNIS PLUMMER FOR
PREZONING Z-03-01 TO THE LODI CITY COUNCIL.

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Lodi has heretofore held a duly noticed

public hearing, as required by law, on the requested Prezoning in accordance with the Government
Code and Lodi Municipal Code Chapter 17.84, Amendments;

WHEREAS, the properties are located at 1331 and 1349 Fast Kettleman Lane.
(049-250-53 & 52%

WHEREAS, the project proponent is Dennis Plurnmer, 1011 South Cherokee Lane, Lodi, CA
S3240);

WHEREAS, the properties have a zoning designation of U-H, Unclassified Holding;

WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the approval of this request have occurred.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FOUND, DETERMINED AND RESOLVED by the Planning
Commission of the City of Lodi as follows:

1.

Negative Declaration File No, ND-03-02 has been prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the Guidelines provided there under,
Further, the Commission has reviewed and considered the information contained in said Negative
Declaration with respect to the project identified in this Resolution.

it 15 found that the parcels to be prezoned are the parcels located at 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman
Lane, {049-2150-53 & 32).

Itis found that the requested rezoning of M-1, Light Industrial is not in conflict with adopted
plans or policies of the General Plan of the City and will serve sound Flanhing practice.

It 15 further found that the parcels of the proposed rezoning are physically suitable for the
development of an aute dealership.

The Planning Commission of the City of Lodi hereby recommends approval of Rezone Z-03-01 to
the City Council of the City of Lodi.

Drated: March 12, 2003

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 03-03 was passed and adopted by the Planning

Commission of the City of Lodi at a meeting held on March 12, 2003, by the following vote:

AYES: Commissioners:  Aguirre, Crabtree, Haugan, and White
NOES: Commissioners:

ABSENT:  Commissioners:  Maitheis, Phillips, andﬁieﬁnitx
i

ABSTAIN: Commissioners: - %”K“
ATTEST: ¢ /\ R

SéCretary, Planning Commission




Minutes from the March 12, 2003 Planning Comumission meeting.

The request of Dennis Plummer for the Planning Commission's recommendation of
approval to the City Council for the rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane
from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial. The request also includes
a recommendation that the City Council certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02 as
adequate environmental docwmentation for this project. City Planner Hightower
presented the matter to the Commission. The applicant was proposing to relocate an
existing car dealership at the subject location. Staff was comfortable with the proposed
development and felt the proposed M-1, Light Industrial zoning was the highest and best
use for the property. Staff was recommending approval of the request.

Commissioner Crabtree asked what the zoning was for the propertics surrounding the
subject property. Mr. Hightower replied the two parcels were the only properties within
the City with a U-H, Unclassified Holding zoning.

Hearing Opened to the Public

Steve Pechin, 323 W. Elm Street, Lodi. Mr. Pechin was the Engineer for the subject
project. He was in agreement with all conditions set forth by staff. He felt it would be a
good fit for the area.

Mike Tiehm, co-owner of subject property. Mr. Tiehm was in agreement to the
conditions set forth by staff.

Hearing Closed to the Public

The Planning Commission on motion of Commissioner Haugan, second by Aguirre,
voted to approve and recommend to the City Council the request of Dennis Plummer for
the Planning Commission's recommendation of approval to the City Council for the
rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1,
Light Industrial. The request also includes a recommendation that the City Council
certify Negative Declaration NID-03-02 as adequate environmental documentation for this
project by the following vote:

AYES: Comruissioners:  Aguirre, Crabtree, Haugan, and White
NOES: Commussioners:

ABSENT: Commissioners:  Mattheis, Phillips, and Heintz
ABSTAIN: Commissioners



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AMENDING
THE OFFICIAL DISTRICT MAP OF THE CITY OF LODI AND
THEREBY REZONING 1331 AND 1348 EAST KETTLEMAN
LANE (APN  048-250-53 & 049-250-52) FROM U-H,
UNCLASSIFIED HOLDING TO M-1, LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
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BE IT ORDAINED BY THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Qfficial District Map of the City of Lodi adopted by Title 17 of the Lodi
Municipal Code is hereby amended as follows:

Parcels lpcated at 1331 and 1349 East Ketlleman Lane (APN 049-2580-53
& APN-049-250-52) are hereby rezoned from U-H, Unclassified Holding
to M-1, Light Industrial, as shown on Exhibit "A” altached, which is on file
ir the office of the City Clerk.

Section 2. The FPlanning Commission adopted Resoclution No. P.C. 03-03
recommending approval of this request for a rezone at their meeting of March 12, 2003.

Section 3. A Negative Declaration (ND-03-02) has been prepared in compiiance with
the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the Guidelines
provided thereunder. Further, the Planning Commission has reviewed and considered
the information contained in said Negative Declaration with respect o the project
identified in their Resolution No. P.C. 03-03.

Section 3 - No Mandatory Duty of Gare. This ordinance is not intended to and shall not
be construed or-given effect in a manner which imposes upon the City, or any officer or
employee thereof, a mandatory dufy of care towards persons or property within the City
or outside of the Cily so as 1o provide a basis of civit liability for damages, except as
otherwise imposed by law.

Section 4 - Severability. If any pravision of this ordinance or the application thereof to
any person or circumstances is heid invalid, such invalidily shall not affect other
provisions or applications of the ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid
provision or application.  To this end, the provisions of this ordinance are severable.
The City Council hereby declares that it would have adopted this ordinance irrespective
of the invalidity of any particular portion thereof.

Section 5. The alterations, changes, and amendments of said Official District Map of
the City of Lodi herein set forth have been approved by the City Planning Commission
and by the Cily Councll of this City after public hearings held in conformance with
provisions of Title 17 of the Lodi Municipal Code and the laws of ihe State of California
applicable thereto.

Section 8. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are repealed
insofar as such conflict may exist.

Section 7. This ordinance shall be published one fime in the “Lodi News Sentinel”, a
daily newspaper of general circulation printed and published in the City of Lodi and shall
be in force and take effect thirty days from and after its passage and approval,




Approved this day of , 2003,

SUSAN HITCHCOCK
Mayor
Attest:

SUSAN J, BLACKSTON
City Clerk

State of California
County of San Joaguin, ss.

I, Susan J. Blackston, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do hereby certify that Ordinance No.
- was infroduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Lodi held
April 16, 2003 and was thereafler passed, adopted and ordered to print at a regular

meeting of said Council held , 2003 by the following vote:
AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS -~
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS -

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS ~
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS ~

{ further certify that Ordinance No. was approved and signed by the Mayor on the
date of its passage and the same has been published pursuant o law.

SUSAN J, BLACKSTON
City Clerk
Approved as to Form:

RANDALL A, HAYS
City Attorney
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RESOLUTION NO. 2003-66

A RESOLUTION OF THE LOD! CITY COUNGIL CERTIFYING
THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION (ND-03-02) AS ADEQUATE
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION FOR THE REZONE
OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1331 AND 1349 EAST
KETTLEMAN LANE, LODI

WHEREAS, public hearings were held by the Planning Commission and City
Councit on March 12, 2003 and April 16, 2003, respectively, on the following described
Rezone:

Rezone of two parcels totaling 27-acres located at 1331 and 1349 East
Kettleman Lane (APN 048-250-853 and APN 049-250-52) from U-H,
Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial, as shown on Exhibit “A”
attached, which is on file in the office of the City Clerk.

WHEREAS, a Negative Declaration (ND-03-02) has been prepared in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1870, as amended, and the
Guidelines provided thereunder. Further, the Planning Commission has reviewed and
considered the information contained in said Negative Declaration with respect to the
project identified in its Resolution No. P.C. 03-03; and

WHEREAS, it is the Planning Commission’s recommendation that City Councit
approve its finding that the Negative Declaration is adequate environmental
documentation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Gouncil has reviewed all
documentation and hereby certifies the Negative Declaration as adequate environmental
documentation for the rezone of 1331 and 1349 East Keitleman Lane.

Dated: April 16, 2003

| hereby certify that Resolution No. 2003-66 was passed and adopted by the City
Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held April 16, 2003, by the following vote:

AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS - Beckman, Hansen, Howard, Land, and
Mayor Hitchecock
NOES: COUNCIHL. MEMBERS ~ None

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS — None
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS ~ None

SUSAN J. BLACKSTON
City Clerk

2003-66
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DECLARATION OF MAILING

PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER PLANNING COMMISSION'S RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL
TO THE CITY COUNGIL FOR THE REZONING OF 1331 AND 1349 EAST KETTLEMAN LANE FROM
U-H, UNCLASSIFIED HOLDING TO M-1, LIGHT INDUSTRIAL; THE REQUEST ALSO INCLUDES A’
RECOMMENDATION THAT THE CITY COUNGIL CERTIFY NEGATIVE DECLARATION ND-03-02 AS
ADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL DOGUMENTATION OF THIS PROJECT

On Aprit 3, 2003, in the City of Lodi, San Joaquin County, California, 1 deposited in the
United States mail, envelopes with first-class postage prepaid thereon, containing a public
hearing notice to consider the Planning Commission’s recommendation of approval to the
City Council for the rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East Kettleman Lane from U-H, Unclassified
Holding to M-1, Light Industrial; the request also includes a recommendation that the City
Council certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02 as adegquate environmental documentation of
this project, marked Exhibit "A”; said envelopes were addressed as is more particularly
shown on Exhibit “B” atfached hereto.

There is a regular daily communication by mail hetween the City of Lodi, California, and the
places fo which said envelopes were addressed.

| declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Is true and correct.
Executed on April 3, 2003, at Lodi, California.
ORDERED BY:

SUSAN BLACKSTON
CITY CLERK, CITY OF LODI

ORDERED BY:
JACQUELINE L TAYLOR JENNIFER M. PERRIN
DEPUTY CITY GLERK DEPUTY CITY CLERK

\w!{éﬁfﬁ?—{é d_ 0&/

PATRICIA OCHOA
ADMINISTRATIVE CLERK

Forms/decmail.dog




DECLARATION OF POSTING

PLANNING COMMISSION'S RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL TO THE-CITY COUNCIL FOR
THE REZONING OF 1331 AND 1349 EAST KETTLEMAN LANE FROM U:H, UNCLASSIFIED
HOLDING TO M-1, LIGHT INDUSTRIAL; THE REQUEST ALSC INCLUDES A RECOMMENDATION
THAT THE CITY COUNCIL CERTIFY NEGATIVE DEGLARATION ND-03-02 AS ADEQUATE
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION OF THIS PROJECT

On Thursday, April 3, 2003, in the City of Lodi, San Joaquin County, California, a copy of the
notice to set public hearing for Aprit 16, 2003, to consider the Planning Commission’s
recommendation of approval to the City Council for the rezoning of 1331 and 1349 East
Keltleman Lane from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light industrial; the request also
includes a recommendation that the City Council certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02 as
adequate environmental documentation of this project (attached hereto, marked Exhibit “A”)
was posied at the foliowing four locations:

Lodi Public Library
L.odi City Clerk's Office

Lodi City Hail Lobby
Lodi Carnegie Forum

! declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
Executed on April 3, 2003, at Lodi, California.

ORDERED BY:

SUSAN J. BLACKSTON
CITY CLERK

Jacqueline L. Taylor

Deputy City Clerk
- 1
/
fﬁfm i (eplna— |
Patricia Ochoa Jennifer M. Parrin

Administrative Clerk Deputy City Clerk

forms\decpost.dog



SUBJEGT:

CITY OF LODI
P. 0. BOX 3006
LODIL CALIFORNIA 95241-1910

ADVERTISING INSTRUCTIONS

TO SET PUBLIGC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE PLANNING COMMISSION'S
RECOMMEMNDATION OF APPROVAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE
REZONING OF 1331 AND 1349 EAST KETTLEMAN LANE

PUBLISH DATE: SATURDAY, APRIL 5, 2003

TEAR SHEETS WANTED: Three (3} please

SEND AFFIDAVIT AND BILL TO: SUSAN BLACKSTON, CITY CLERK

City of Lodi
P.O. Box 3008
Lodi, CA 85241-1910

DATED: THURSDAY, APRIL 3, 2003

ORDERED BY: AT q A K
PATRICIA OCHOA
ADMINISTRATIVE CLERK

JACQUELINE L. TAYLOR JENNIFER M. PERRIN

DEPUTY CITY CLERK DEPUTY CITY CLERK

tormgadving.doc




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Date:  April 16, 2003

Time: 7:00 p.m.

CITY OF LODI

{Carnegie Forum
308 West Pine Street, Lodi

For information regarding this notice please contact:
Susan J, Blackston
City Clerk
Telephone: (209) 333-6702

¢ s : _ %
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE 18 HEREBY GIVEN that on Wednesday, April 16, 2003 at the hour of 7:00 p.m,, or as soon

thereafter as the matter may be heard, the Gily Council will conduct & Public Hearing at the Carmegie Forum,

308 West Pine Street, Lodi, to consider the following matter

a) Pianning Commission’s recommendation of approval to the City Councit for the rezoning of 1331 and
1348 East Ketllemnan Lane from U-H, Unclassified Holding to M-1, Light Industrial; the request also
includes a recommendation that the City Councll certify Negative Declaration ND-03-02 as adequate
anvironmenial documentation of this project.

information regarding this item may be obiained in the office of the Community Bevelopment Department,

221 West Pine Streef, Lodi, California.  All interested persens are invited to present their views and

comments on this matier. Written stalements may be fled with the City Clerk &t any time prior {6 the hearing

scheduled herein, and oral statements may be made at said hearing.

If you chialienge the subject matter in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone

eise raised at the Public Hearing described in this notice or in wiitien correspendence delivared fo the City

Clerk, 221 Waest Pine Street, af or prior {o the Public Hearing.

By Order of the Lodi City Council:

DTV W [ -3 AR S

Susan J. Blackston

City Clerk

Dated:  April 2, 2083

Approved as lo formy

Randall A, Hayg

City Altorney

.1:\ClTYCLRK\FGRMS\NGTﬁ}DD.{JQG Y3103
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12.

Rezone of properties located at 1331 and 1349 B. Fettleman Lane
04925053, BRECKMAN, WILLIAM TRCY TR ETAL;:;PO BOX 1537 LODI ;Ch;95241
04325052 PLUMMER, DEMNIS W TR ETAL ;1011 & CHEROKEE ;LODI ;CA:85240

04225045 CRATG, BARBARA ANN ETAL ;2105 SCHERWOOD AVE ;MODESTO
:CA; 95350

04925044, GFLIP III LP ;820 S CHEROKEE LN SUITE A ;LODI ;CA:95240
04925051 ANAGNROS, GUS & POPI ;5485 E RKETTLEMAN LN ;LODI ;CA;95240

6102015, HOFFMAN, ARTHUR & LORENE TR ET;241% B WOODBRIDGE RD ;ACAMPO
;CA; 85220

CEXCQZOLIT7;HANSEN, MARVIN J & W J ;5100 E KETTLEMAN LN ;LODI ;CA;95240

0GL0Z018,; WAGNER, LESTER & THELMA TR ;225 E KETTLEMAN LN ;LODI
;CA;BB240

06102019;88AH, IZHAR & MUSARAT ;5174 E KETTLEMAN LN ;LODI ;CA; 95240

06102020, WOFFORD, JAMES T & JUNE ;5200 B KETTLEMAN LN ;LODI
JCA 958240

06102016, WONG, WAL SHING & BOO JIN ;5070 E KETTLEMAN LN ;LODI
;CA; 35240

Baumbach & Plazza



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE 15 HERERY GIVEN thel on
Wadnosday, Aprd 16, 2003 ot %o how of
700 pan., of as soon therealler ag thé miat.
tar ey ba haaxd, the Oy Counell wilt con-
ducl & Pubilic Hesdng ot the Carnogle
Fonim, 308 Vst Pise Slreel, Lodi, bo con.
stiar the foflowing matier:

&) Planning Commtission's recommendation
of approval o the Gily Souncll for the rezon.
g of 133% il 1349 East Kotloman Lana
fromn LiH, Unclagsified Helding fo M1, Light
ndushisl; the Teiuest dso inciudes a reg.
crmsrdation that te Gity Cosrigil carity
Mogatve Doctaration ND-03-02 as aduguate
anvirorrvenial documentation of the projest,

formalion ragarding this Hlem may be
oblained in the office of the Corrmtniky
Developimets Dopatient, 237 West Pine
Steat, Lodl, California, Al wiarested par-
sane arg hvdled 1o prasent Malr vews ang
SoOmmIsiNG on s madter, Wit stataments
may e Tilad with 1he Gy Clark' 8t any time
pripy 0 the hBesring seheduled hesaln, and
oral siatements may be mads al sald ek
!F!g.

i you challenge the sUbject matier in cour,
you may be Himiled 1o raising only those
IS5UB8 YO OF someong el sised o the
Public Heaririy desentied i tis hotiss of in
wrilten enrrespondanis defiveved i the CHly
Clark, 221 Wast Pine Strest, al ot ey o the
Publi: Fipadng,

By Grder of the Lo Gity Councit:
Susan 4. Blacksion
ity Clerk

Dated: April 2, 2003

Aporoved g to lor
Panda®t A, Hays

Ciiy Altarmoy

APFiE 5, 2003 - 5364



